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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Request for continued examination 
filed on 12/19/2005. 

2. Claims 9-15, 26-28, 35-39, 50-52, 54, and 56-58 are pending in this case. 
Claims 9, 26, 35, 50, 54, 56, and 57 are independent claims. Claims 1-8, 16-25, 29-34, 
40-49, 53, and 55 have been cancelled. Claims 9, 26, 35, 50, 54, and 56 have been 
amended. Claims 57 and 58 are newly added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 56 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. The data structure (i.e. set of computer program 
instructions) of the claims is not embodied on a computer readable medium. 
Regarding claim 56 the MPEP states: 

Data structures not claimed as embodied in computer-readable media are descriptive 
material per se and are not statutory because they are not capable of causing functional 
change in the computer. See, e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1361, 31 USPQ2d at 1760 
(claim to a data structure per se held nonstatutory). Such claimed data structures do 
not define any structural and functional interrelationships between the data structure 
and other claimed aspects of the invention which permit the data structure's functionality 
to be realized. In contrast, a claimed computer-readable medium encoded with a data 
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structure defines structural and functional interrelationships between the data structure 
and the computer software and hardware components which permit the data structure's 
functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 9-15, 26-28, 35-39, 50-52, 54, 56 and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Dozier et al. (US Patent Number 6,393,469, filed on 
March 28, 1995) in view of Gentner (US Patent Number 5,724,595, filed on June 19, 
1996). 

Regarding independent claim 9, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which a 
page of a web site (unit of multimedia information) is presented and a suggested list of 
pages, these pages all being currently accessed by the system and thus being valid 
(either local to the website, same WAN, or from another website, different WAN) that 
should be linked to that page are generated (column 4, lines 8-33 of Dozier et al.). 
Dozier et al. also discloses method of placing a hyperlink on a document residing on a 
WAN server without viewing it (column 4, lines 8-33 of Dozier et al.). Dozier et al. does 
not disclose that a link from the presented page being viewed should be placed on a 
target page. However, Gentner discloses a method in which a link to a presented page 
may be automatically created on any chosen target page (column 1, lines 55-67 of 
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Gentner). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the method of automatically placing links and 
suggesting pages to link to of Dozier et al. and the method of linking a target page to a 
viewed page of Gentner because it would have allowed a link to generated on a target 
page to a presented page in a way that would have allowed the user to specify the 
location of the hyperlink. 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which once 
a list of pages that would be relevant to be linked to the presented document, the user is 
presented with a prompt, which is used to decide if links should be created between the 
two documents (column 14, lines 48-67 of Dozier et al.). 

Regarding dependent claims 11-13, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which a 
page would be presented on a digital computer (multi-purpose input-output device) with 
multiple I/O peripherals that is connected to Wide area network, which would include a 
portable computer (laptop i.e. wireless device) (column 5, lines 35-45 of Dozier et al.). 

Regarding dependent claim 14, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which a list 
of pages that would be relevant (based on language processing techniques) to be linked 
to the presented document is presented to the user (column 4, lines 9-18 of Dozier et 
al.). 

Regarding dependent claim 15, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which 
pages that are relevant are grouped into categories that they share in common (i.e. 
author, language, etc.) (column 14, lines 48-67 of Dozier et al.). 
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Regarding independent claim 26, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which a 
page of a web site is presented and a suggested list of pages, these pages all being 
currently accessed by the system and thus being valid (either local to the website, same 
WAN, or from another website, different WAN) that should be linked to that page are 
generated (column 4, lines 8-33 of Dozier et al.). Dozier et al. does not disclose that a 
link from the presented page should be placed on target pages. However, Gentner 
discloses a method in which a link to a presented page may be automatically created on 
any chosen target pages (column 1 , lines 55-67 of Gentner). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
incorporated the method of Dozier et al. and the method of Gentner because it would 
have allowed a link to generated on target pages to a presented page more efficiently. 

Regarding dependent claim 27, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which the 
links in a collection of pages are modified if a navigation characteristic (changing the 
location or setting access controls) of a page is modified (column 4, lines 18-33 of 
Dozier et al.). 

Regarding dependent claim 28, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which once 
a list of pages that would be relevant to be linked to the presented document, the user is 
presented with a prompt, which is used to decide if links should be created between the 
two documents (column 14, lines 48-67 of Dozier et al.). 

Regarding independent claim 35 and dependent claims 36-39, the claims 
incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claims 9-15. Thus, the claims are 
rejected along the same rationale that is presented in the rejection of claims 9-15. 
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Regarding independent claim 50 and dependent claims 51-52, the claims 
incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claims 26-28. Thus, the claims are 
rejected along the same rationale that is presented in the rejection of claims 26-28. 

Regarding independent claims 54 and 56, the claims incorporate substantially 
similar subject matter as claims 9. Thus, the claims are rejected along the same 
rationale that is presented in the rejection of claim 9. 

Regarding independent claim 57, Dozier et al. discloses a method in which a 
page of a web site (referral page) is presented and a suggested list of information which 
correlates to other web publications topically related to the first page that the system 
believes should be linked to that page are generated, these publications all being 
currently accessed by the system and thus being valid (column 4, lines 8-33 and column 
13, line 55-column 14, lines 67 of Dozier et al.). This topical list is based on the 
language found in the original page which can be based on author, topic, keyword, 
organizations (business names), and other data that could be compared between the 
first document and the list of second documents (Figures 8a-8b and column 13, line 55- 
column 14, lines 67 of Dozier et al.) Dozier et al. also discloses that the user may select 
one of the items from the list and create a referral (link) from the first website to the 
second website selected based on the correlated list item (column 4, lines 8-33 and 
column 13, line 55-column 14, lines 67 of Dozier et al. of Dozier et al.). Dozier et al. 
does not disclose that a link from the presented page being viewed should be placed on 
a target page. However, Gentner discloses a method in which a link to a presented 
page may be automatically created on any chosen target page (column 1, lines 55-67 of 
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Gentner). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the method of automatically placing links and 
suggesting pages to link to of Dozier et al. and the method of linking a target page to a 
viewed page of Gentner because it would have allowed a link to generated on a target 
page to a presented page in a way that would have allowed the user to specify the 
location of the hyperlink. 

6. Claim 58 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dozier 
et al. (US Patent Number 6,393,469, filed on March 28, 1995) in view of Gentner (US 
Patent Number 5,724,595, filed on June 19, 1996) as applied to claim 57 above, and 
further in view of Dutta (US Patent Number 6,775,208, filed on November 4, 1999). 

Regarding dependent claim 58, neither Dozier nor Gentner disclose a that the 
operator of the website which is to be linked to is presented with the ability to control 
who may refer to and who may be referred to by there web page. However, Dutta 
discloses that when web pages links to another web page approval of this type of 
referral must be received from the linked web pages operator, and in turn the operator 
has the ability to allow referrals between the two pages (column 3, lines 20-45 and 
column 7, line 52-column 8, line 60 of Dutta). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined the 
methods of Dozier and Gentner with the teachings of Dutta because it would have 
allowed the content producers to selectively control referrals to and from their web 
pages. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 9-15, 26-28, 35-39, 50-52, 54, and 
56-58 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Campbell whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4133. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 AM - 4:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). / 



Conclusion 



JDC 

February 23, 2006 




